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Dear Mr. Dolano:’

Thank you for contacting.me regarding your objections to S. 12 and
efforts to "re-regulate" cable television service.

I am fundamentally opposed to any congressional action to increase
cable rates. As most consumers know, cable rates have increased
markedly in the last few years. While there are many reasons for
this increase, including the addition of new channels and
programming, certainly Congress should not do anything to exacerbate
the situation or further drive up rates.

After much study and reflection, however, I did not believe that the
final bill recently approved by Congress over the objections of the
President would result in higher rgﬁes. Instead, I believed it was
necessary to end certain abuses within the cable industry.

My opinion was based on several elements. First, the legislation
does not raise any cable rate or fee but actually regulates the
price of basic tier service. The Federal Communications Commission
will now determine "reasonable rates." Second, the bill contains
concrete benefits for consumers. Service standards will be imposed
on cable operators to ensure that they are responsive to their
customers. While many cable operators provide excellent service,
there have been instances of "renegades" who have resisted basic
standards. .

Finally, I do believe that much "misinformation" was generated
during the cable debate. The final bill does not require cable
operators to pay anyone for the use of their signal -- the bill
merely gives the option to broadcasters to withhold their signal
from the present 'compulsory' license and possibly negotiate for
compensation. There 18 no provision which dictates anyone paying
anything to anybody.

Still, I was distressed by the magnitude of the regulation contained

in the bill. I believeé that some provisions may prove onerous and
could inhibit investment and development in the cable television
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fren communities as Dunedin and Oldsmar regarding cable
sion service. While I would have preferred a less oppressive

_J;}>- in the end I believe I voted with my constituents and with
¥1e consumers nationwide.

Fplease be assured, however, that I carefully considered your

¥ comments and the many others that I received from individuals and
families who were opposed to the bill. You can be certain that I do
not take such input lightly. In fact, I rely heavily on the views I

receive from my constituents in shaping my service as your
representative. You can be certain that I will exercise careful

oversight over the new law to see that it performs as intended.
Again, thank you for expressing your views.

Sincerely yours,

Michael Bilirakis

Member of Congress
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